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:CC Fubl ic Comments 
14:) 12th Street SW 
lu'achington, DC 20554 

1 totaLly agree with the people w h o  put this together. I would welcome 
$<tian on your part to make the home user a priority in this dilema. 

. . l i n k  ;mu so much for considering our requests. 

1 :ukc n A. 1 dr i dqe 

' 'As a ::oiisumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, 
.'in'ci legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests 
1or waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
(,t!ler cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
.equires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
:et-rap boxes, remains good policy today. 

I.Ic,w tei: years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
-1tern~ttives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
i n d  harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
.-ompetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
i o  make legit-imate use of recorded content. 

Hy ad3pting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-30, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to m a k  certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 

~ i d r r , ~  or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by  the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
ieast restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
Etandard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting nun-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
;.o~-;e if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

L l e a s e  refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1):' 

ii ncerc;ly, 

:ir . Ruben Aldr  idge 
lil6 Wrxford Hollow Rd E 
~'acksonville, FL 32224-8609 

,..: 

.- 
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FCC Public Cormoents 
445 12tk Street SW 
iask~lngton, DC 20554 M i c e  of the Secretary 

Federal Communications Commission 
T .  

.:.E d mnsumel~ interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
Yxaivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
J t tzer  cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requirss cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
-et-tip boxes, remains good policy today. 

' L z  ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 

*ltrrn3tives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
.ami  harming consumers. 
':mipetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 

7 0  make legitimate u s e  of recorded content. 

Ily adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
::37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 

makF, cert,ain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
vider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 

'i~panie:~ have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 

The integration ban will also help market 

.~ ~, 

L y  the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
:east restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
sLandaid already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
:iniit.ing non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
~ i o ~ s e  if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

use requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) 

Mi. Herb Zite 
4500 S Chicagn Beach Dr 
1ROG-South 
':ticayc, IL 60615-7032 
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K C  Public Comments 
145 12th Street SW 
.J.- d*hington, ' DC 20554 Office 01 the Secretary 

W a l  Communications Commission 

\ =  I a L~naumer -. - interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
Ieqitimale use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
:Jaivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
>tiher cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
,:et-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Teleconmunications Act of 1996, cable 
,~.?mpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
,-alt.ernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
,:>rid harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
c ompetit.ion prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ahilivy 

m a k c  legitimate use of recorded content. 

t,). adipting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
t c i  make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
1:rovider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
iy t h e  integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
:tandarri already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
liriiitinq non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 

r s e  if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

!):E. E v a n  Ziemann 
L24 C a l l a  Ct 
~~. 'ialc<sk.a, WI 54650-8317 
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Washington, DC 20554 

i s  h c,2nsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
.egi+irnate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
~aivers ot 41 [CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
>ther cable providers. The FCC'S integration ban, which in effect 
:~equiIes cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
:et-to~> boxes. remains good policy today. 

tIo% ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
,:ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
~ilrernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
,and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
c-.dmpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 

rnake legitimate use of recorded content. 

! ~ j ,  dopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
' 9 - 8 0 ,  the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
1 0  make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
~:r:>vider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
:standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
::orse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

; ' l e a s e  rcfuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 16.1204 (a) (1).  

::incerrly, 

Mr. Cameron Young 
3 3  Osprey Point Dr 
I-lsprey, E'L 34229-9099 
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K'C Public Comments 
44.5 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

FILEDIACCEPTED 

Af'K 1 02007 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
Legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
y.aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Chaster, Verizon, and all 
,>ther (cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
r-quires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
.set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

d,>w ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
mmpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
ilrernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
ind harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
iompetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
TO make legitimate use of recorded content. 

Sy adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make zertain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's O L  copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
b y  the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
itandard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
Limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
iio~se if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

ast refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204La) (1). 

.3 in cer e ly , 

Mr. Ben Adamson 
:00 Thornton Rd 
Needham, MA 02492-4330 
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FCi- Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Xashinyton, DC 20554 

4s ~i consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
Legitimate cse of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
?wa:vers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a1 (1) by NCTP., Charter, Verizon, and all 
i ther  cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

1:3w ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
iompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
ind harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
:ompetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
+ Q  make legitimate use of recorded content. 

B y  adqting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
'37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 

make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
Least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
-tindard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
:i.rnitiiq non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
'w,rst :.f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

>lease refuse requests for waivers of 4 1  CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

5 i nce r e ly , 

Mr. Scott Harrison 
,2845 N River Birch Dr Unit B 
4rcck f i e ld ,  WI 53045-3116 



Tan : h ,  2007 

t!CC Fuirlic Comments 
-145 12th Street SW 
Washi.ngton, DC 20554 

+.z a c"I1surner interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
r e a i t i r n a t r  use of cable TV content, 
'waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
,,thsr cahle providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
1: tquires  cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

[ l o w  ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
e n d  harming consumers. 
,.ompetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
co make legitimate use of recorded content. 

E y  adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
07-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
cc' make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The  CableCAR3 
.=,Landard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 

h j r s e  if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

P i . e a s e  refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a] (1). 

S in c er e ly , 

L 2be; t bel 1 
1:ICOU Back Valley Rd 
.Sale Creek, TN 37373-7712 

I urge you to refuse requests fox 

The integration ban will also help market 

i t i r i y  non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
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FCC Public Comments 
L 4 5  12th Street SW 
idashintjton, DC 20554 

n:,umer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
a t e  use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 

waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
:.tt~er cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
:et-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

'Yoc*. ten years after t.he Telecomunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
1,lternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
.ind harming ronsumers. 
onntpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
:io make legitimate use of recorded content. 

Oy adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
37-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
t.; make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
puividtr's 01 copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
ky the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrict.ive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
s'indard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
wsrse if cable  providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Siccerely, 

The integration ban will also help market 

' .  Chris W. .Johnson 
02 Jeff Davis Ave 

Austin, TX 76756-1226 
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c8-C Public i8:mnents 
445 1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
:la;hinIitsn, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

-,_ 

~. 

Zs a consumer i l l rerested i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l*ilitjiriate tise o f  c a b l e  TV cant-ent, I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
wa ive r s  of  17 CFR 76.1204(ai ! i i  by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and all 
. the1 (cable p r o v i d e r s .  The F K ' s  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  which i n  e f f e c t  
~ i ~ ~ p i ~ i s  ,:able companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  C a b l e C A R D s  i n t o  t h e i r  own 
i r t - t o p  boxes,  remains good policy t o d a y .  

Naw L e n  ;rears a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions Act  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  

2 i :e rca t ives  t c  p r o p i i e t . a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
arld harming consumers.  T h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  rnarket 
r a n i p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n r  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t y  
t o  mal-e l e g i t i m a t e   ire of  r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

Ry a d o p t i n 7  r ~ n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (encoding  r u l e s )  i n  docke t  no .  
1 7- 8 0 ,  t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of  a l l owing  consumers 
10 ;nake , c e r t a i n  u s e s  o f  TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  
p r o v i d e r ' s  or c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on 
c,.xy -t,e i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have t h e  freedom t o  choose t h e  
;t.;i.~t recitricct.ivi. i a b l e- c o m p a t i b l e  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD 

p a r a t e s  have dragqed t h e i r  feet l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  

i.rd a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  harm consumers by  
i r ~ g  ~ , ~ , . , - i i i ~ ~ i ~ , ~ ~ i ~ , g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i l l  g e t  even 
i f  c ,3h l e  p rov i - i e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by  c o m p e t i t i o n .  

€ l e a s e  refiusr r e q u e - E s  f o r  wa ive r s  o f  4 7  CFR 76.1204(a) (1) 

S i n c e i e l y ,  

? : r ~ .  lair :di l l ianis  

r i i ,  21' 06804-1425 



C P u b l i c  Comments 
5 1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 

WaEhinqton, D': 2 0 5 5 4  

:..s a con.sii!nrr i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
Leqititware u s e  o f  cai . , le  TV c o n t m t ,  I u rge  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  

3'7 CFR ?1; .1204(a)  11) by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
e p r o v i d e r s .  The F K ' s  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  which i n  e f f e c t  

: q u i r - . i s  c a b l e  comparcies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
 st-top boxes, remairis good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions Act of 1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
,:ompani e i  hd',e ~drayged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on competi t ; .ve 
i l  t inn,ti ' .es t,> p l u p t i r t a r y  set.-t.op boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  

T h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  bain will a l s o  h e l p  market  
r t h e i  r e s t . r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t y  
of r i c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

9y a d o p t i n g  c s n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (encoding  r u l e s )  i n  docke t  no .  
47-80, t h e  Cornmission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of  a l l owing  consiumers 
ta rnake c e r t a i n  u5es  o f  TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  
p r c ) v i d e r ' s  or copyri ,qht  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  With compe t i t i on  sp i i r red  on 
!>y t h e  i n t . eg r3 t inn  h n ,  consumers would have t h e  freedom t o  choose  t h e  
I ? a . s t  r ? s t r i , : r i u e  c i e - r o m p a t i h l e  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCAKD 
s t a r , d a r J  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  harm consumers b y  
! i i n i  t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  will get even 
. : o ~ s e  i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by  c o m p e t i t i o n .  

;'ledse refuse rrquestts  far w a i v r r s  o f  4 1  CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

.5 i nc P i r 1 y, 

IMr . tl~ Ktt.rrr~er 
">43!> SW 106th P; 
t:ed\;er Ibo11, el3 9 ' 0 0 7 - ~ ~ 2 5 3  



1 .xrite t,:. urye you tc r e fuse  r eques t s  for waivers of 4 7  CFK 
76.134;s) (I) by :NCTA, Ch. ir ter ,  Veriron, and a l l  o t h e r  cable  
,-, L . - - ~ x i e ~ s .  >- . ?he F K ' s  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, r equ i r ing  i n t e g r a t i o n  cf 

t:. cable  compiny s e t - t a p  boxes, reniains good p o l i c y  
t e g r a t i o n  bar! w i l l  he lp  market competi t ion p i e v r n t  

fi~rrtlier ~ e s ~ . r i c t . i o l i s  011 cab le  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t y  t o  m a k e  I eg i t ima le  
, F < > 3 i  L\~)I~Lrl,.t . 

' s ~ ~ e d  a TiVo i i n i t  t o  w a t c h  t e l e v i s i o n  f o r  t h e  p a s t  c o i . ~ p ~ ~ ~ e  of 
I r e c e n t l y  bought a Ti::o s e r i e s  3 u n i t  t h a t  i s  b u i l t  t o  u s e  

c a b l e  card technology. I am disappointed t h a t  r e s t r i c t i o n s  i n  t h e  
";ihleCAP~D s r a n d a r d  prevent  tile from f u l l y  u s i r l g  m y  TiVo t:o t r a n s f e r  
r e c o r d i n g $ .  between rny TiVo and my home computer or t o  v i e w  c e r t a i n  
; ~ n t ~ - c  n e t  hi-o,xicast on t h e  TiVo. 

1;:CAKD ;:aniisid r e s t r i c t i o n s  harm consumers l i k e  me k,y L i m i t i n u  
"1 ~uses, a n d  such r e s t r i c t i o n s  will g e t  even W O I Z : ~  i f  

r o v i i e r : ; '  sp t - t op  h-zxes a r e  unchecked by compet i t ion .  

wi ' 1 1  ,:cr(:!:itt. i t . i o n  si- r~ed 'Jrl by the  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consa!ners wouk! 
ttd'je the frosiloin E,:, ::hogse the  least r e s t r i c t i v e  cabl5-coinpatible 

a s t  i e f i i i e  requ*,sts f o r  waivers of 4 7  C F R  76.1204(a) (1). 

S i  nceLely, 

t c 'h rs te r ,  P4 lY382-8ir7 



14, ,2007 

FCC PuriI.:c (:cxmnent: 
.I-, Street SW 

I n ,  3:: 2 0 5 5 4  

iumrr i P. t F :- e.s Led i :I p r c, tec t i ng c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  a rid 
of cable T\i c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  for 

C F R  76.1204 ( a !  (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and a l l .  
:-' er  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  T h e  FCC's i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,  which  i n  e f f e c t  
require5 cable conrpa!lie:; t ( 2  i n t e g r a t e  CablcCARZJs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
sei--t-u:> h x r s ,  remair:s lgooll p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

.~ 
' ~ 2 ; i  ~ I I  years a f t e r  t h e  T e i e c o m u n i c a t i o n s  A c t  of 1996, c a b l e  - nies h i v e :  d r a q g e d  t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
i 1 r er 11 at i v e -i t o  pr opr i e t ar  y se t  - t op  b o x e s ,  t h u s  hamper ing  i 11 n'iv a t i o n  
aiirl l l . . irnti  n3 consumers .  T h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban  w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  m a r k e t  
< ~ . o m n p e t i t i ~ n  pi-c?vent f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  o n  c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t y  

2 iegj~timatt. r d e d  c . o n t e n t .  

r . t e r i t  p r o t e c t i o : !  L i m i t s  ( e n c o d i n g  rules) i n  d o c k e t  n o .  
r r i i  s s i on r ec ( c g  rl i I rhe i m p o r t a n c e  o f  a l l o w i n g  consumers  

:? :make cer ts i i j  u s e s  of TV cor l te i i t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  cable  
prcvider's 3r c o p y r i y h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  With c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on 
by t h e  i n t e , j r a t i o n  ban ,  consumers  would h a v e  t h e  f r e e d o m  t o  c h o o s e  the 
Leist .  r e s t r i c t . i v e  c a b l e - c o m p a t i b l e  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  The C a b l e C A R D  

a already prescribes r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  harm consumers  by 
,:I ~lo:~~-infsi n q i n g  uses, and suc.h r e s t . r i c t i o n s  w i l  1 get e v r i i  

xorse  i t  r a b i e  pro:.iclers' s e t - t o p  b o x e s  are unchecked  by corihpeTition. 

~ e f u i e  '-equrst,s f c x  w a i v e r s  of 4 7  CE'R 76.1204(a) (l! 

:i i n c:t' I~ e 1 y,  

i a e l  Thompson 
l i e  EL 

SC~I, Yarhs, 8Z.q 534070-3455 



1,s a ckinsumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
Legi t imate  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
.. daiver.5 csf 4'7 CFR 76 .1204!a)  (1) by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver i zon ,  and a l l  
Tther c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,  which i n  e f f e c t  

;uirrs c a b l e  companies t c  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  osir 
:e t - top  boxes, remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

V L ? h  ten years a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
"~mpani?:, have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
i l t e r n . i t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
i r i d  harming consumers.  The i n t e g r a t i o n  ban w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  market  
i s m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on  c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t y  

m,-ike l e g i t i m a t e  use  of r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

3y a i o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  !encoding r u l e s )  i n  docke t  no .  

c e r t a i n  u s e s  o f  TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  
r's or c.opyrig1it h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  W i t h  c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on 

c: ~. 7 9 y ,  t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of allowing coins~imers 

t l~ ,e  i r i tegra t - inn  ban, consumeLs would have t h e  freedom t o  choose  t h e  
iehCt r e s t r i c t i v e  c .ab le-compat ib le  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD 
;tan83arl .  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  harm consumers by  
l i m i t i n g  n o n - i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i l l  g e t  even 
worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by c o m p e t i t i o n .  

l l r a s e  r r f i i s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  wa ive r s  of 4 7  CFR 76.1204!a) (1). 



. .  
' _ i ' ,  ,:, .''IO67 

! 8. I F u h l i  c C l ~ i m r . e ! i t s  
14: 1 2 t h  S t r ee t  SW 
Nashinyton ,  DC 2055.1 

A ?  a ct.nsumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
i e q i t i r n a t e  u s e  o f  c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I !urge you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  fo r  
',waivers of 41 CFR 7 o . l 2 0 4 ( a I  (1) by  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
?t.her ccabte p r o v i d e r s .  'The 1 'CC's  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  which i n  e f f e c t  

q u i  r ' i s  c a b l e  companies to i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
5 e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

-7. t.en ;.ear.: a f t e r  t h e  Tt lecommunica t ions  A c t  o f  1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
~ p a n i e s  have draygzd t .heir  f ee t  l ong  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
e r r , i t l v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes, t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  

!-arming consumers.  The i n t e g r a t i o n  ban w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  market  
s t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t y  

'.mi .. b k e  i e g i t i n t a t e  use of  r eco rded  c o n t e n t .  

i<y a d o p t i n g  c o n t e n t  pLot-ecti on limits (encoding  rules) i n  d o c k e t  no .  
91-fi!l, t h e  Conlrrtission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor tance  of a l l o w i n g  consumers 
!c> ~ m a l i r  ce r t - a in  uses o f  TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  
,-rr,.vj der '  or copyr : .~nt  h o l d e r ' s  w i shes .  With compe t i t i on  s p u r r e d  on 
*y t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  h n ,  consumers would have t h e  freedom t o  choose t h e  
l e a s t  r e - t r i c t i v e  cbb le -compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD 
c t a r d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  harm consumers b y  
L i m i t i n g  c o c - i n f r i n q i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i l l  g e t  even 

, .  

. , , . J r s t  ,~ i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by  c o m p e t i t i o n .  

C F  r e f u s e  request.,! f o r  wa ive r s  of 4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (11. 

S i  ! K tr ti 1 y ,  

Yr. Mark Moore 
3 8  Pine  I s l a n d  Rd 

~ - p k i n t o n ,  MA 01748-2225 
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FiIC Pab!ic Corrrnents 
.,, , 12tkl street sw 9,: 

Wa.sh i I iqton, 3 C  20' 

,.'>. 3 ~~~~.i-.su~iier i n t e l ~ e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  aiwi 
. q ~ i r n d t e  iise of c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I iurge you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
! , ra ivers  of 17 CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 i a )  (1) by NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  a n d  a l l  
- . ther  c&le p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's i n t e g r a t i o n  b a n ,  which  i n  e f f e c t  
; e .~u i r e : :  cable  compan ie s  t o  i n t e g r a t e  C a b l e C A R D s  i n t o  t h e i r  own 
. i_i  c p i ~ -  L C ; ~  b o x e s ,  r e m a i n s  good p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

t r i l  y e a i s  aftei~ t h e  T z l e c o m n u n i c a t i o n s  Act of 19915, c a h l i  
' i .._ .~. !hive d r a y g r d  t h e i r  feet l o n g  enough on co lnpe t i t i v i .  
,-ives t o  p r i p r i e t a r y  set-top b o x e s ,  t h u s  hamper ing  i n n o v a t i o n  

i i l ' i  r ,arming c o n s u m e r i .  The  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  m a r k e t  
c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  a b i l i t y  

m a k e  L e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

B y  p t i n g  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  ( e n c o d i n g  r u l e s )  i n  d o c k e t  n o .  
9?-HW, t h e  Cormi.ssi.on r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  of  a l l o w i n g  consumers  

r t a i n  iises iif TV c o n ~ e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  
31 ~ o p y r i g l i r  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  With c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  o n  

~ t g r a t i o n  b a n ,  c~nsumers would h a v e  t h e  f r eedom t o  c h o o s e  the 
t r i c t i v e  c a b l e - c o m p a t . i b l e  d e v i c e  a v a i l a b l e .  The C a b l e C A R D  

d already pzesclhes r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  harm consumers  b y  
, 111mi iing n o n - i n f r i . y i n y  uses, arid s u c h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  w i l l  g e t  e v e n  

if c a b l e  pro;. . iders '  s e t - t o p  b o x e s  a r e  unchecked  b y  c o m p e t i t i o n .  

use r e q u e s t s  f3r w a i v e r s  of 4 7  CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

L: i m:c're 1 y, 

le1 
o r n  St 
a P a r k ,  N' i  1 1 7 6 2 - L i 4 ;  


